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State sovereignty/ The sarcasm is but thinly
veiled. The fathers reconciled these opposites by
abolishing altogether any notion of Anstiman
sovereignty. Federal government, we are there-
fore told, is notoriously weak government, since
in it there is no final arbiter. The legislature of
the United States, or of Canada, for the matter
of that, is degraded to the level of an English
railway company. It is a non-sovereign law-
making body. It derives its powers, like the
Great Eastern Railway Company, from a written
document, which simultaneously limits them.
Federalism, Professor Dicey notes further, tends
to produce Conservatism. For the Constitution
is written and rigid. It acquires a kind of sacro-
sanct character in the eyes of the people. Change
of any kind becomes difficult because it almost
seems irreligious. It is condemned before it is
attempted. The unitary method of government
impresses Professor Dicey as being as far more
admirable in conception as it is more efficacious
in results.
Any criticism of this well-established doctrine
has at least two obvious lines of attack. We
might, in the first place, urge that to talk of par-
liamentary OTnnicompetence in such downright
fashion is to beg the whole question. Theoretically
existent, practically Parliamentary sovereignty is,
in the technical sense, an absurdity. The British
Parliament may be the legal superior of the
colonial legislatures; but everyone is well aware